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1PET. III. 15. 


Be ready always to give an anſwer to every 
man that aſketh you a reaſon of the hope that 
is in you. 

A ads — | | 


T is an obſervation juſtified by every page 

of Holy Writ that Chriſtianity means to 
act by rational, and not by compulſive mo- 
tives. The all- perfect Author of our nature 
was the Author of our Religion alſo; and he 
acts not contradictorily to himſelf : he is every 
where conſiſtently wite. From the beginning 
he formed mankind ſo as to give them reaſon 
for the regulation of their conduct : and to 
this great principle he has referred them in 
Revelation for determinations in religious, as 
well as other concerns. 

St. Peter declares in the text that we are 
always to be ready to give an anſwer to every 
man that aſketh us a reaſon of the hope that 
is in us, and we need not ſcruple to apply this 
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univerſal declaration to all the particular doc- 


trines of our Religion: even to thoſe myſteri- 
ous doctrines of it, which are ſometimes called 
doctrines of faith in oppoſition to others, which 
are ſuppoſed to be diſcoverable by our own 
unaſſiſted reaſon. For if they are built on the 
foundation of inſpired and infallible writings 
(and ſuch the Scriptures of our Religion have 
often been proved to be) we can have no more 
ſolid foundation in reaſon for admitting the 
juſteſt inferences, which are drawn from phi- 
loſophy or hiſtory, than for admitting theſe doc- 
trines. Heaven and earth ſhall paſs away; but 
the words of him, who ſpake in Holy Writ, 
ſhall not paſs away. And (bleſſed be that God 
who has promiſed that the gates of hell ſhall 
never prevail againſt his Church!) the Scrip- 
tures of our Religion are not only infallible, but 
they have alſo deſcended to us, and doubtleſs 
will deſcend to our lateſt poſterity, entire and 
unmixed with the opinions and diſputations of 
fallible men. So long as the Church has theſe 
Scriptures to appeal to on all occaſions, as the 
foundation and teſt of its doctrines, it has ef- 
fectual means of ſupporting itſelf againſt the 
aflaults of all its adverſaries. Bold aſſertions 


and preſumptuous reaſonings may procure ad- 
murers for a ſeaſon 3 and become in the hands 


of Providence ſo many trials of our faith; but 
their 


(-Y 3 
their end muſt be, that they ſink ſucceſſively 


into oblivion ; while the oracles of truth re- 
main for ever, an impregnable barrier for the 
Church of Chriſt againſt the aſſaults of deny, 
r and infidelity. 

That all the myſterious doctrines of our 
Religion are built on this foundation of holy 
Scripture is taught by our Church: that the 
doctrine of the Trinity, which is the principal 
one among them, is thus circumſtanced, it 
ſhall be my endeavour to prove by citations 
from thoſe writings themſelves. 

My chief intention here will be to counter- 
act the influence ariſing from falſe explanations 
of ſingle paſſages of Scripture, by bringing fo 
many of theſe paſlages together, as to leave 
ingenuous minds no room to doubt for a mo- 
ment concerning the meaning of the whole. 
In doing this I ſhall cite no texts concern- 
ing the Father; his Godhead being acknow- 
leged and appealed to on all occaſions. But I 
ſhall endeavour to ſtate diſtinctly the Scripture- 
Account, firſt, of the Son, ſecondly, of the Holy 
Ghoſt, and Oy of the one Godhead: of 
the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt. Afterwards 
] ſhall conclude with ſome obſervations on the | 
whole. 

The firſt of theſe three heads will FED up 
moſt of our time, both becauſe the Son is“ 
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| tpoken of under different characters and in 
1 very many paſſages of Scripture, and becauſe 
the declarations of Scripture concerning him 
are the moſt common ſubject of controverſy in 
the important doctrine of the Trinity. 
The order, fitteſt to be purſued in bringing 
together theſe declarations of Scripture con- 
cerning him, will be ſuggeſted from an obſer- 
vation, which may be made, that there is no 
eircumſtance which has contributed more to 
unſettle and pervert our faith with regard to 
this ſecond Perſon of the Godhead, than the 
manner in which we generally ſet about the 
eſtabliſnment of it. Inſtead of proceeding in 
the firſt place to inquire into the Scripture- 
account of his original condition (with reve- 
rence let this expreſſion be underſtood, and all 
other ſuch expreſſions on the ſubject as the 
imperfection of human language may oblige 
me hereafter to uſe) inſtead however of pro- 
ceeding in the firft place to inquire into the 
Scripture-account of his original condition, 
and afterwards regularly tracing out the ſub- 
&quent parts of Scripture concerning him; we 
invert this natural method of inquiry, and 
from later circumſtances of his hiſtory miſun- 
derſtood, preſume to reaſon concerning the 
former, venturing by deductions of our own 
ta determine what his firſt condition ought to 
No AG - 1-8 have 
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have been, in contradiction to what Revelation 
declares that it really was. Thus from parti- 
cular conſtructions of detached parts conelu- 
ſions are drawn, ſubverſive of the principal 
doctrines of the whole. And inconfiſtencies 
are alleged, and imputed to figurative language, 
which derive their exiſtence and ſupport from 
deſultory and partial views of the ſubject. 

To avoid therefore the fame fatal error, I 
thall endeavour to lay before you the different 
declarations of Scripture concerning the Son in 
regular and (as far as it can be ſo called) in 
chronological order. 

It will however be neceſſary to premiſe, 
that he is called in Scripture “ the Word of 
God,” and the Angel of God,” for reaſons 
which his agency in divine Revelation will 
eaſily ſuggeſt : and that he is ſpoken of alſo 
in Scripture under various * appellations, which 
refer to the human nature of our Redeemer ; 
but that whenever he is diſtinguiſhed by ſuch 
reference to human nature, we are not from 
| thence to Ry the Son of God as involved 


We are by no means to ſuppoſe from hence that our Sa- 
viour was of any angelic nature: fince the aſſumption of this 
nature would have been an a& of condeſcenſion in kim. Heb. 
11. 16. 

v He is called Chriſt” by St. Paul, before his appearance 
in that character. 1 Cor. x. 4» 9. 

And after his appearance in it he is focken of as the Son 
of Man” who i 1: in heaven. John iii. 13. 
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in any of our imperfections; but only as con- 
deſcending to be connected in time ſo inti- 
mately with human nature, as to give tranſ- 
cendent excellence to the whole character of 
our, Redeemer, and as to be included under the 
ſame * perſonal appellations with it. 
This being premiſed, I may conſider the 
Son of God as called at times © the Word of 
God” and © the Angel of God;” I may with- 
out ſcruple apply to him the appellations at 
large, which are given to our Redeemer, and 
may begin the propoſed relation of the dif- 
ferent declarations of Scripture concerning him, 
with an account of his eternal generation. 
This important doctrine is deducible from 
thoſe texts of Scripture which declare that he 
was ** the proper Son of God; from the 
Septuagint Verſion of that difficult * paſſage in 
the 110th Pſalm, which undoubtedly refers to 
the Son of God, and which our old Verſion 
renders literally from the preſent Hebrew the 
« Dew of thy Birth is of the Womb of the 


5 Philip . 6. 7 
4 Thus Hooker — ©© Howbeit, as ofte n as we 3 to 
God what the manhood of Chriſt claimeth, or to man what 
© his Deity hath right unto; we underſtand by the name of 
«© God and the name of man Felder the one nor the other nature, 
© but the whole Perſon of Chriſt in whom both natures are.” 
Eccl. Pol. L. 5. P. 211. Fol. Ed. 1666. 

© Rom. viii, 32. Heb. Ul, - 6. John v. 18. 

Na 


« Morn- 
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« Morning,” but which the Septuagint ex- 
plains by rendering © ex ya5ops Tg ce Oe 
* eyeomos ot” © from the womb before the 
« morning ſtar I begat thee; and from the 
declaration of the prophet Micah, „that his 
« > goings forth had been from old from ever- 
« laſting.” It appears to be deducible alſo 
from the relationſhip, which the axyos muſt 
bear to God the Father; as the term Avyes 1t- 
ſelf imports. 

Correſpondently with the eternity of the 
Son's generation he is ſaid to have been „i be- 
« fore all things: he is declared by his type 
Melchizedek to have been „without be- 
« ginning of days: he is called © the Alpha 
« as well as the Omega, the Beginning as well 
„ as the Ending: and he ſays expreſsly, not 
only that « the Father had given him to have 
« liſe in himſelf but alſo *" before Abra- 


<6 ham was I am. 


b Mic. v. 5 L Col. i. 17» 

& Heb. vu. Jortin ſays on this paſſage — “ What Mel- 
<© chizedek was e ely, Chriſt was really. Melchigedek had 
neither beginning of days nor end of life, nothing being 
recorded in Scripture with regard to his birth or death, con- 
*« ſequently the Son of God had in reality neither beginning os 
days nor end of life,” Remarks on KEecl. Hiſt. Vol. III. 
5 OE 

Rev. i. 8.— The ſpeaker in the Sth, 11th, and 17th verſes 
of this chapter muſt be the ſame perſon, 

m John v. 26. 

n John vii, 58, He aſſerts, in reality, i in theſe two paſſages 
of St. John, that he was a neceſſarily-exiſtent Perſon, derived 
from the ſelf-exiſtent Father. See Waterland's 2d Def. P. 175. 


and 258. | 
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With regard to the generation of the Son, 
1 many of the orthodox Chriſtians in the ſecond 
it and third centuries * held that his exiſtence was 
5 coëval with the exiſtence of the Father, and 
that he came forth, or was begotten, for the 

purpoſes of creation. And accordingly later 
writers have diſtinguiſhed between his gene- 
rations, uſing the term * eternal generation ” 
to denote the unknown manner in which the 
Son's exiſtence was coeval and eternally con- 
10 nected with that of the Father. 
| But, indeed, * how the cternal generation of 
the Son of God is to be explained is no where 
revealed in Holy Writ, and certainly is not to 
be inveſtigated by human reaſon. The paſ- 
Tim ſage of Scripture, which declares that no 
I „ man knoweth the Son but the Father, nei- 
; I ther knoweth any man the Father but the 
Son, and he to whom the Son will reveal 
* him,” at once declares the intimate nature 
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See on this ſubject the third Section of Biſhop Bull's De- 
fence of the Nicene Faith; and particularly what Waterland 
ſays concerning Ignatius, Juſtin Martyr, Tatian, Athenago+ 
ras, Theophilus, &c. 2d Def. P. 282—306. 

P They have diſtinguiſhed three generations,“ the Incarna- 
tion, the going forth to Creation,“ and“ an eternal Gene- 
ration.“ See Waterland's 2d Det. P. 311. and Horſley's 
'Tractts,. P. 238. 

Du Pin fays « All the Fathers of the 4th century acknow- 
» [edged that the Generation of the Word was eternal: but 
f* they did not think of explaining how this Generation was 
made, and they confeſſed that it is ineffable and incompre- 
** henſible.” Eccl, Hitt, Vol. II. P. 287. 1 
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of their relationſhip, and our inability to ex- 
plain it. We can only aſſert, concerning this 
generation, that there muſt be ſomewhat in it 
moſt eſſentially different from what has ever 
been attributed to any but the Son of God; 
ſomewhat which admits in reality of nothing 
*« ſimile” or **ſecundum;”” otherwiſe he would 
not be ſtiled in Scripture * the only be- 
« gotten Son of God,” and * the only be- 
% gotten Son of the Father, which is in his 
* boſom.” There is nothing in his human 
generation, nothing in his reſurrection from 
the dead, which can ſatisfy us with regard to 
theſe excluſive appellations. Such ſatisfacti- 
on can no where be found except in the ge- 
neration, which we are now conſidering. The 
moſt exalted beings, which the Almighty has 
been pleaſed to create in hcaven or in earth, 
are infinitely different from himſelf; and, 
though they are called his Sons, they are ſo 
called merely by a figure. Our Saviour in 
his divine and eternal nature was “ the ex- 
ce preſs image of his Father's Perſon '” was 
e one with the Father: and he, who was 
ſuch, could alone be literally ſaid “ to have 
been begotten of him” and“ to be in his 
* boſom.” ; 


r John iii. 16. + John i. 18. t Heb. i. 3. 
john x. zo. 


But 
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But though the Scripture is filent concern- 
ing the manner of this eternal Generation, and 
we can aſſert nothing with regard to it, ex- 
cept that it muſt be ſuch, as to exclude every 
creation even of the higheſt archangel from 
being in the leaſt degree ſimilar to it; yet the 
Scripture informs us explicitly of a moſt im- 
portant truth, which appears to be eſſentially 
connected with it, and which it is of much 
greater conſequence for us to know; “that 
* the divine nature was eternally poſſeſſed by 
* the Son.” The Word (we are informed by 
„St. John) was in the beginning with God, 
* and was alſo himſelf God.” And this, be- 
fore any being was as yet created, from go- 
verning whom by divine commiſſion he could 
be ” ſuppoſed to be honoured with the name, 
as well as inveſted with the Power of God. 
But, had the Evangeliſt intended to aſcribe 
any ſuch inferior divinity to the Word of God; 


he, who was fo cautious in the ſame chapter, 


This ſuppoſition, which unfortunately runs through the 
whole of Dr. Clarke's Scripture Doctrine, is founded on no au- 
thority from Revelation, When St. John applies the term 
« God” and (as may be feen in the texts cited hereafter) when 
Moſes applies the term“ Jenovah,” Gen. Xix. 24. and Zo- 
chariah that of Lord of Hos,” Zech. ii. 8—11. to the Fa- 
ther and the Son ſeparately, and in the ſame paſlages ; each of 
theſe Writers muſt mean to aſcribe the ſame divine nature to the 
ditterent Perſons thus denominated, 
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as to inform us that the Baptiſt was not 
« that Light, but only ſent to bear witneſs of 
e that Light” would as certainly have added 
that the Word was not the true God, but 
only his repreſentative, and deſtined to bear 
witneſs of him. Since a miſtake in this caſe 
was more eaſy, and the conſequences of it 
might be incomparably more important. In- 
ſtead, however, of any ſuch diſtinction, he 
enforces his aſſertion by repeating immedi- 
ately, without the leaſt limitation, the ſame 
was in the beginning with God.” And 
towards the end of his Goſpel he makes our 
Saviour addreſs the Father in words of cor- 
reſpondent import; And now, O Father, 
* glorify thou me with thine own ſelf, with 
„ the glory which I had with thee before the 
«© world was.” His exiſting, as God with 
God, is here called the glory which he had 
with the Father : and the time, when he had 
this glory, inſtead of in the beginning! is 
ſaid to have been before the world was.” 
Both are expreſſions of the ſame extent: both 
imply from eternity. Indeed, as we can form 
no adequate conception of an eternity paſt, and 
are wont to find that all our reaſonings on this 
ſubject terminate in abſurdity, theſe and ſimi- 


* John ji. 8. John xvii. 5. 


lar 


lar expreſſions are neceſſary to aſſiſt our com- 
prehenſion. But, if we conſult the other in- 
ſpired writings, we ſhall find that this teſti- 
mony of the beloved diſciple, to the eternal 
divinity of our Saviour, is ſupported by the 
- concurrence of numberleſs paſſages throughout 
the whole of Revelation. 
In what explicit, what animated language 
does Iſaiah announce the divinity of the future 
Meſſiah? „The voice of him that crieth 
in the wilderneſs, prepare ye the way of Je- 
* hovah, make ſtraight in the deſert a high 
* way for our God. Every valley ſhall be ex- 
„ alted, and every mountain and hill ſhall be 
% made low : and the crooked ſhall be made 
* ſtraight, and the rough places plain: and 
e the glory of Jehovah ſhall be revealed.” 
And again (as if to condemn beforehand every 
feeble and irreſolute declaration of our Saviour's 
divinity) the prophet breaks forth into ex- 
clamation, O Zion, that bringeſt good ti- 
« dings, get thee up into the high mountain: 
0 Jeruſalem, that bringeſt good tidings, 
« lift up thy voice with ſtrength ; lift it up, 
© be not afraid: ſay unto the cities of Judah, 
* behold your God.” | 
But, not to ſeparate this paſſage from other 
paſſages of Iſaiah, nor the teſtimony itſelf of 
z Compare baia xl. 3, &c. with Luke iii, 4. and Mal. ui. 1. 


Ifaiah 
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Ifaiah from that of the other prophets ; the 
writers in general of the Old Teſtament pro- 
pheſied, that the Redeemer to come was to 
be Immanuel or God with us; that 
he was to be «© Jehovah; the Lord God ; the 
Lord God of Judah; the Lord of Hoſts; 
« the Fellow of the Lord of Hoſts ; * the 
« mighty God,” and . the everlaſting Father,” 
or * the Father of the everlaſting age.” 

And the writers of the New Teſtament de- 
clare that they did not propheſy deceit ;” 
that he really was the Immanuel foretold ; 
that he i exiſted in the form of God, as lite» 
rally as he afterwards aſſumed the form of a 
fervant ; that in him dwelt all the“ fulneſs of 
the Godhead bodily ; that he was God, our 
® God, the true" God, the great* God, God 
_ whoſe” throne is for ever and ever, God over 
all, bleſſed for evermore, the Lord of Glory, 
the Lord God of Iſrael, King of Kings and 

2 If. vii. 14. Zech. ki. 13. Ai. io, Jer. iii 6, 
See alſo Gen. xix. 24. and the various Citations which are made 
hercafter to prove that the Angel of God was Jehovah. 
18 . H. vi. 5. Zech, i. 8. 
Mal. 1 . Dech. xi. 7. 8 If. ix. 6. h Matt. 
1. 4. * Philip. ii. 6, 7 k Col. ii. 9. ! ohn 
xx. 28. Acts xx. 28. m See the original Greek of 2 Pet. 
; 85 n 1 John v. 20. See Burgh's Inquiry, P. 130. and 
Waterland's Lady Moyer's Sermons, P. 208. — Pr Is 
13. Rev. xix. 17. P Pi. xlv. 6. cited Heb, i. 8. 4 Rom. 
ix. 5. See Biſhop Bull's Defence of the Nicene Faith, P. 77, 


78. Fol. and Dr. Clarke's Scripture Doctrine, N'. 5 39. 
1 Cor. ii. 8. ke d 16; 17. t Rev. xix. 16. 


Lord 
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Lord of Lords, one of ſuch a nature as to be 


Wherever two or three are gathered together 


in his name, and, as to have all ” things naked 
and open to his eyes, that he was the * firſt 
and the laſt, which is, which was, and which 
is to come, the Almighty ; the” ſame yeſter- 


day, to-day, and for ever. 


Nor is there any one among all the incom- 
municable Attributes, which are inherent in 
the eternal Godhead, that may not be imme- 
diately deduced from theſe paſſages of Scrip- 


ture, and aſcribed to our great Redeemer. His 


Eternity, Omnipreſence, Omniſcience, Om- 


nipotence, and Immutability, are immediately 
demonſtrable from them; and are too deciſive 
to admit of a doubt how perfectly he muſt 
have been God in the beginning, to whom all 
theſe incommunicable Attributes of the God- 
head belong. So ſtrongly therefore is the in- 
troduction to St. John's Goſpel ſupported by 
the other inſpired writings ; fince it appears 
from numberleſs paſſages in thoſe writings, 
and not merely from the words of the Evan- 
geliſt himſelf on another occaſion, “ that all 
things which the Father hath are the Son's 
&« alſo.” 

uv Matt. Xvill. 20, v Heb. iv. 13. * Rev. i. 8. 


Y Heb. xiii. 8. 2 This is deducible from thoſe Texts 
which call him Lord cf Hoſts, and mighty God, no leſs than 


from Rev. i. 8. 2 John xvi, 15, 
After 


5 


After ſuch information we ſhall receive 
without aſtoniſhment the next part, which 
St. John unfolds to us of our Saviour's hiſtory. 
% All* things were made by him, and without 
&« him was not any thing made that was made.“ 
Or, as St. Paul expreſſes it more fully, © By 
“ him were all things created that are in hea- 
« yen and that are in earth, viſible and invi- 
« ſible : whether they be thrones or domini- 
ons, or principalities, or powers; all things 
« were created by him and for him.” Ex- 
preſſions theſe, too plain and unlimited to be 
reſtrained to any figurative creation; and too 
forcible to be referred to a mere inſtrumental 
Creator. Nor ought this reference of them 
ever to have been urged as an objection againſt 
the Catholic Faith, from the uſe of the pre- 
poſition © Js” or © by” in theſe paſſages ; 
ſince it is indiſputable not only that the ſame 
mode of expreſſion 1s uſed concerning the Fa- 

ther, but alſo that the Father himſelf refers 
the works of creation to the ſon in the fulleſt 
and moſt unlimited manner, without the in- 
tervention of any ſuch prepoſition; and, more- 
over, that St. Paul aflerts “ all things were 
created ** «5 aver” * for him, as well as ,⁵u 
« by him.” The truth is, “' the Scriptures 


* 


cc 


» John i. 3. * Col 26,17» 4 Heb. ii. 10. 
Rom. x1. 36. © Heb. i. 10. Waterland's Lady 
Moyer's Sermons, P. 54. | 


„mean 
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* mean to refer the origin of all things up to 
* both as to one individual ſource : they tell 


* us, therefore, there is nothing of the Father, 


« but by the Son; and nothing by the Son, 
«« but of the Father :” each is alike efficient 
Creator. And this is a doctrine which appears 
to derive weight from the uſe of the plural 
term Elohim,” or Gods,” to expreſs the 
Deity ; as elſewhere, ſo particularly through 
the firſt chapter of Geneſis. Alſo from the 
plural language, in which the Being thus de- 
nominated, deliberates concerning the creation 
of man: © let us make man in our own image,” 
and concerning the removal of him from the 
garden of Eden the man is become like one 
«of us.” But to diſmiſs the objection alluded 
to, it may be remarked that the Attributes 
above declared to belong to the Son, prove 
him qualified for this ſo great a work ; whilſt 


the manner, in which it was executed, might 


reciprocally be adduced to prove that all the 


Divine Attributes muſt have centered in its 
Author. A work, indeed, fo peculiarly the ef- 


fect of Almighty power, that ſome have queſ- 


tioned even the poſſibility of creation. And 
throughout the whole of Revelation we find 
it inſiſted upon, as the criterion of the true 


God. The gods of the heathen (ſays the 


8 Pf. xcvi. 15. 


« Pſalmiſt) 


(9 7] 


2 Plalmiſt) are but idols, but Jehovah made 
« the heavens.” And again, we are informed 
eh that he who built all things is God.” 
| Nor does St. Paul, in the paſſage above 
cited, declare only that the Son of God made 
all things, but alſo, that by him they con- 
« ſiſt: or, as we are elſewhere informed, 
« * he ſupporteth all things by the Word of 
« his Power.” The ſame diſplay of infinite 
perfection, which ſhines forth in the creation, 
is as conſpicuous in his preſervation of the 
world ; and calls as loudly for our wonder and 
adoration, 

And as we are aſſured that no' one hath 
heard or ſeen the Father but that the only 
begotten Son, who is in his boſom, he hath 
declared him; ſo we ſhall find that from 
the beginning all Revelation proceeded from 
the Son, and that he was a principal, though 
not the ſole Object of worthip with true be- 
lievers. 

That the Lord God who talked with Adam 
was the ſame with his Creator cannot be 
_ doubted, and that he was particularly the Son 

of God has been thought deducible from the 
. ® paſſage of Scripture which calls him the 


> Heb. iü. 4. Col. i. 17. leb. i. 3. 1 John 
1. 18. v, 37. m Gen. ui. 8. See the Authors cited by 
Waterland on this text. Lady Moyer's Sermons, P. 205. 
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Voice of God, and not when he was ſpeak- 
ing; but, they heard the Voice of God 
walking in the garden.” Towards the con- 
cluſion alſo of the antediluvian hiſtory we are 
informed, by St. Peter, that it was * Chriſt 
« who preached to the ſpirits in priſon, in the 
« days of Noah: and, as he preached to 
them by means of Noah, it might be eaſy 
to infer from thence, that Chriſt likewiſe was 
the divine Perſon, who, after the flood, gave 
to Nozh the inſtructions which he was to de- 
Lver.down.to poſterity. But, not to dwell on 
theſe circumſtances, I ſhall endeavour to prove 
more at large, that all that part of Revelation, 


Which relates to Abraham and his deſcendants, 


* proceeded from the ſecond perſon of the Tri- 
nity as their God ; though at the ſame time it 
proceeded from him, as the Angel of God,” 
or, as the? New Teſtament would expreſs it, 


« as ſent by. the Father.” 


That this Angel of God was the God of 
8 is evident, ſince he * calls himſelf by 


Pet. ni. 19. 

o This is maintained by all the Fathers of the Chriſtian 
Church, as Bithop Bull proves — Defence of the Nicene Faith 
Sect. 4. C. 3. And it is fully admitted by Dr. Clarke in his 
Seripture Doctrine. 

Our Saviour is, indeed, once called the Angel of God i in 
the New Teſtament. Gal. iv. 14. 

4 Compare Ads vii. 38. with the 19th and zoth aner of 
1.6. and Gen. XXX. 13. with Gen xxviii. 13. See e allo Exod. 
111 
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that name in different parts of Scripture, But 
it may be proved farther, that he was the God 
who ſware unto Abraham : and this will eſta- 
bliſh, under the authority of the Author of the 
Epiſtle to the Hebrews, a doctrine which has 
in reality been above eſtabliſhed by an induc- 
tion of particulars, ** that there was none 
% greater than he: or, to uſe the very re- 
markable expreſſion of Zechariah, that he was 
« the Fellow of the Lord of Hoſts.? 
The 22d chapter of Geneſis begins with 
informing us that God did tempt Abraham 
« and ſaid. At the 12th verſe the Angel of 
God ſays, lay not thy hand upon the child, 
« for now I know thou feareſt God, ſeeing 
« thou haſt not withheld thy ſon from ME.“ 
The Angel of God, therefore, is the ſame 
with the God before-mentioned ; ſince no 
other than that God could be the Perſon, from 
whom Abraham did not withhold his ſon. 
Afterwards the Angel of God called out of 
„ Heb. vi. 13. | 

Zech. xiii. 7. The original Hebrew word will juſtify any 
inference concerning the equality of the Perſons compared, 


which may be drawn from the word Fellow“ in our tranſla- 
tion. | * ; 4 

The expreſſion means the ſame as Zech. ii. 8—1 1, where the 

Father and the Son are both equally called“ Lord of Hoſts.” 
If the Angel of God had not been the Perſon who tempted 
Abraham to offer up his Son; he would certainly have uſed the 
pronoun him“ inſtead of me” as the term God”? imme. 
diately precedes. 
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heaven a ſecond time, and ſaid, By myſelf 
« have I ſworn, faith the Lord, that in bleſs- 

« ing. I will bleſs thee, becauſe thou haſt 
& 9beyed my Voice.” The words © my Voice” 


therefore confſine this oath to the God who 


tempted Abraham, to him whoſe Voice Abra- 
ham had obeyed :. and fince he (as we have 
ſeen) is the ſame with the Angel of God; the 
oath muſt - be referred to this Angel, however 
he may himſelf refer it to Jehovah in the third 
perſon, and there could be none greater than 
he. 


- But it may be obſerved, that there is ano- 
ther paſſage of Scripture in which the Angel 


of the Lord ſwears by himſelf. In the 45th 
chapter of Iſaiah we find an oath of this kind in- 


troduced with even greater ſolemnity than that 


which we have been conſidering. © I have 
« {worn by myſelf, the word is gone out of 


* my mouth in righteouſneſs and ſhall not re- 


« turn, that unto me every knee ſhall bow, 
c every tongue ſhall ſwear.” Now that the 
Speaker here is the fame as in the 48th chap- 
ter may be proved from the whole being one 


continued prediction of the overthrow of Ba- 


bylon by Cyrus, and from the exact correſ- 
pondence of the ſeveral parts in both chap- 


ters. In both the ſpeaker calls himſelf the 


t II. Av. 23. | 
& univerſal 


mmm en one; 
PPP ik, a 
* 


„ 
« univerſal Creator; ſays that he did not 


« ſpeak in ſecret,” commands / the people to 
« aſſemble themſelves,” and aſks << who hath 


« declared theſe things.” And yet he pro- 


feſſes, towards the concluſion of the predic- 
tion now the Lord God and his Spirit hath 
« ſent me.” He muſt therefore be the Angel 
or Son of God. Indeed, our Saviour expreſsly 
ſays, in the book of Revelations, « I * am the 
« firſt and the laſt” aſſuming that very Title 
by which the ſpeaker * here diſtinguiſhes hun- 
felf. And St. Paul * repeatedly declares that in 
him this propheſy was to receive its accom- 
pliſhment. 

But to proceed, if the Angel of God were 
the Jehovah, who thus ſware unto Abraham, 
there can be no doubt with regard to the God 


of his deſcendants, ſince the Perſon of their 


God is particularly limited by this oath. But, 
independently of this circumſtance, the Angel 


of God fays explicitly to Jacob I“ am the 


“ God of Bethel, where thou anointedſt a 
« Pillar and vowedſt a vow unto me, though 
on that * occaſion he is called by no other name 
than «© God” and Jehovah,” and ** the God 
* of Abraham, and the God of Iſaac.” In 
the ſame manner, when ſacob wreſtles with 


„1 Rev. i, 17. If. xliv. 6. xlviii 12. Rom. 
XIV. 11. Philip. ii. 10. Gen. xxvi, 3, Gen. 
XXxI. 13, Gen. XXVilii. 13. 
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this Angel, he is ſaid to * wreſtle with God. 
And in his ſolemn benediction of Joſeph's 
children, Jacob makes the God of Abraham 
and Ifaac to be the fame with this Angel: 
« God, before whom my Fathers Abraham 
% and Iſaac did walk, the God which fed me 
« all my life long unto this day, the Angel 
« which redeemed me from all evil blefs the 
« lads ! Afterwards Moſes informs us, that it 
was the Angel of God who“ appeared to him 


in the buſh, proclaimed himſelf to be the God 
of Abraham, the God of Iſaac, and the God of 


Jacob, and firſt aſſumed the incommunicable 
name I am,” To this St. Stephen alſo bears 
witneſs, and ſays, that * God ſent Moſes by the 
hand of this Angel. And who was the Jeho- 
vah, that conducted the Iſraelites on their de- 
parture from Egypt by day in a pillar of a 
cloud, and by night in a pillar of fire, but the 
Angel of God, as he is called at the 19th 
verſe of the 14th Chapter of Exodus, though 


he is elſewhere ſimply and repeatedly tiled 


Jehovah ? It was he alſo (as St. Stephen in- 
forms us) who gave the law on mount Sinai; 
though Moſes does not diſtinguiſh him by any 
other name than Jehovah and God. And here 


d Compare Hol. xii, 4. with Gen. xxxii. 30. < Gen, 
Tlvili. 15, 16. 4 Exod. iii. 2. Acts vii. 30-35. 
7 Exod. xiv. 19, 20. ® Exod. xili. 21, xiv. 24 Þ Att 
Vil. 38. 
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it. may be remarked that when the people, 
ſtruck with religious horror at the awful ſcene, 
requeſted that they might not hear the voice 
of God again, and their requeſt was approved; 
they were immediately informed that * God 
« would raiſe up a prophet unto them from 
* among their brethren, like unto Moſes, and 
« that him they ſhould hear.” And why 
ſhould this prediction have been given on this 
particular occaſion ; if it were not to declare 
that the God, who now appeared in tremen- 


dous majeſty, ſhould at ſome future time aſ- 


ſume the ſame form with themſelves, that is, 
be like unto Moſes, and ſpeak fo that his 
hearers might not tremble at his voice ? After 
this delivery of the Law, St. Paul informs us 
that Chriſt was the ſpiritual Rock, which fol- 


lowed the Iſraelites; and that he was tempted 


by them in the wilderneſs : the ſame divine 


Perſon, who was ſent to * conduct them to 


the promiſed land, who would not pardon 
their offences, and whoſe appellation on ſuch 
occaſions was #* the Preſence of Jehova: 


The ſame likewiſe who is ſaid in the 6th 
chapter of the Book of Judges to appear as 


1 Deut. xviii. 15.— 18. | 12 

* Jortin in his Remarks on Eccl. Hiſt. Vol. I. P. 198. ex- 
Plains the words © like unto me, as ſignifying a man like 
themſelves. | 1 

1e. x. 4 9. ® Ex, xxiii. 20, 21. * Ex, xxxiii. 14. 15. 
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the Angel of God to Gideon, and is called 
Jehovah in three different paſlages of that 
chapter. 

But however minutely theſe, and many other 
ſuch paſſages in the early part of the hiſtory of 
the Iſraelites, declare that our Saviour was their 
God, we may obſerve that no declaration of 


Scripture can be more full and deciſive to this 


purpoſe, than that in which the royal Pſalmiſt, 
foretelling the Glory of Chriſt's mediatorial 
kingdom, particularly diſtinguiſhes him from 
the Father; and marks him out as his own 


Lord. The Lord ſaid unto my Lord, fit 


« thou on my right hand, till I make thine 


e enemies thy footſtool.” And, as if to com- 


mand peculiar attention to this paſſage, our 
| blefled Saviour expreſsly aſcribes it to the Holy 
| Ghoſt: © For David himſelf faid by the Holy 
« Ghoſt, the Lord ſaid unto my Lord, fit thou 
* on my right band till I make thine enemies 
<« thy footitool.” 


That the Prophets in the ages after David 


were inſpired by the Spirit of Chriſt, or by the 
Holy: Ghoſt as ſent by him, is aſſerted by“ St. 
Peter. And. that they fpake in the name of 
the oe Or _ of God, has been already 


„ Pf. ex. i. There i is a imilar paſſage in Ecclus.— I cried 
* to the Lord, the Father of my Lord“ — li. 10. 
Mark xii. 36, P. 1 Pet. i. 10, 11 
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intimated with regard to Iſaiah, 'when it was 
proved that the divine Perſon, in whoſe Name 
the Prophet ſpake, was ſent ** by the Lord 
«God and his Spirit.” The fame is moſt 


_ - canſpicuouſly true with regard to Zechariah. 


The Angel of God, or the great Saviour of 
mankind, is introduced under the moſt ex- 


| alted titles, as the Author of the Revelation 
vouchſafed to this evangelic Prophet. Thus 


in the ſecond * chapter, under the name of 
the Lord of Hoſts, the ſpeaker ſays he was 
ſent by the Lord of Hoſts; in the eleventh 
chapter, under the name of Jehovah, he de- 
clares that thirty pieces of filver was the 
« goodly price at which he was prized: and 


in the twelfth chapter, under the ſame divine 


appellation, he ſays, „ they ſhall look on me 
« whom they have pierced :” in all theſe paſ- 
ſages moſt unequivocally declaring, who, and 
what he was, that ſpake by the Prophet ; 


even, © the Lord of Hoſts,” and - Jehovah,” 


that great Perſonage, who, as the Redeemer of 


mankind, was faid to be . ſold for thirty pieces 
of ſilver, and to be pierced for their fins.” 


In Malachi alſo the Speaker, wha is the Lord 


of Hoſts, declares, « I * will ſend my meſſen- 


ger, and he ſhall prepare the way before 


* IC adit. a. --: + Sarde ih Gonie's; +. ack: ad 
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ce me, which is ſaid by three of the Evange- 
lifts to have been before Chriſt : he therefore 
proves himſelf to be Chriſt ” - « the Lord 
ho was ſuddenly to come to his temple.” 

Our Saviour, moreover, was not only the 
Author and Giver of Revelation to the Jews; 
his alfo was the Majeſty viſibly diſplayed in 
their oeconomy. For whoſe was the Glory 
diſplayed in the old Temple, but that Chriſt's 
to whom this Glory (when repreſented in 
Iſaiah's viſion) is expreſsly referred by“ St. 

John? And what leſs than the perſonal ap- 
pearance of the ſame God, whoſe brightneſs 
thone forth in the firſt Temple, and who is 
faid to have been greater than the Temple,” 
made the Glory of the“ latter Houſe greater 
* than that of the former? 

Our bleſſed Saviour then, or the Angel of 
God, appears to have been the actor in the 
moſt diſcriminating occurrences of the Jewiſh 
Theocracy : and the names Jehovah and God 
appear, from collateral paſſages of Scripture, 
to have been frequently given him without 
any particular marks of diſtinction. We may 
therefore * conclude that he is intended, at 

John xii, 41. * Matt. xii. 6. | 

Hag. jt. 9. Or, as this paſſage is well rendered by Dr. 


Blayney, and conformably to the Septuagint Verſion, © made 


* the latter Glory of this Houſe greater than the former.“ 
* « Ubicunque non merum angelum fed ipſum Deum appa- 
"* rule liquet, ibi non Patrem fed Filium intelligendum eſſe 
| s - R 6c pri- 
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various other times, when thoſe names are 
mentioned at large; and that all that part of 


e 


4198 


Revelation, which relates to Abraham and his 


. deſcendants, proceeded from him as their God, 


though at the ſame time it proceeded from him 
as * the Angel of God, or, in the language 
of the New Teſtament, * as ſent by the Fa- 
*« ther.” 
Thus we have ſeen that deſcriptions of the 
divine nature of our bleſſed Saviour pervade 
every part of Revelation : that he was from 


; everlaſting the Son of God, and himſelf God, 


inveſted with all the titles and attributes of 
real divinity : that he was the Creator and 
Preſerver of all things, the Deity and Object 
of higheſt adoration with true believers, be- 
fore the Goſpel diſpenſation : not indeed to the 
excluſion of the Father and the Holy Ghoſt, 
as appears from his being ſent by « the Lord 
„God and his Spirit;“ but in concurrence or 
union with them. For if that jealous God, 
who will not give his Glory to another, has 
thus permitted every diſtinguiſhing mark of 
the Godhead to center in his beloved Son, 
ſurely he is not another, but the ſame God: 
ſurely he and the Father muſt be one, in the 


„ primævæ antiquitatis conſentiens judicium religioſe ſequentes 
; — affirmamus.“ Bulli Fid, Nic. Def. Sect. 4. C. 3. 
- ID, | 


ſtrict 
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ſtrict and proper ſenſe of his own declaration, 
and my Father are one.” 


In the part hitherto conſidered, of the hiſ- 


tory of our bleſſed Saviour, or the Son of God, 


he is repreſented in no other than his own ori- 
ginal capacity : he had not as yet aſſumed any 
inferior nature. Here, therefore, we may 
ſeek for deſcriptions of his own natural ſtate, 


without danger of miſapprehenſion. And 


theſe we have found conveyed in terms ſo full 
and fo expreſſive of perfect divinity, that no 
believer in Chriſtianity could ever have denied 
the divine nature of the great Saviour of man- 
kind, were it not that the Lamb of God, 
who was ſlain for our falvation, from the 
foundation of the world, is ſpoken of alſo un- 


der a very different nature from that which 


we have been hitherto conſidering. 

What this nature is, and how the remain- 
ing parts of our bleſſed Saviour's hiſtory are to 
be underſtood, we need only on ſome future 


_ occaſion conſult the fame Scriptures, and pur- 


ſue the ſame order, to be fully informed. 
John x. 30. 


1 P ET. + oh a 


Be ready always to give an anſwer to every 
man that aſteth you à reaſon of the hope that 


is in yOu. 


N a former diſcourſe, on theſe words, I 

ſtated that Chriſtianity meant to act by 
rational, and not by compulſive motives: that 
the text declares we ought to be ready always 
to give an anſwer to every man, that aſketh us 
«« a reaſon of the hope that is in us:“ and that 
we need not ſcruple to apply this univerſal de- 
claration to all the particular doctrines of our 
Religion, even to the myſterious doctrines of 
it; ſince theſe latter are admitted by us, be- 
cauſe they reſt on the foundation of writings, 
which have often been proved to be inſpired, 
and infallible. That they actually do reſt on 
this foundation I was to endeavour to prove, 
as far as relates to the Doctrine of the Trinity, 


by paſſages of Scripture ſo numerous, as to 
leave 


© 


leave no room for miſinterpretation with in- 
genuous minds: and fo diſpoſed, as to ſtate | 
diſtinctly the Scripture-account, firſt, of the 
Son; ſecondly, of the Holy Ghoſt ; and third- 
Ty, of the one Godhead of the Father, Son, 
and Holy Ghoſt. Afterwards, I was to con- 
clude with ſome obſervations on the whole. 
In ſtating the Scripture-account of the Son I 
was, for reaſons then alleged, to proceed in 
regular and (as far as it can be fo called) in 
chronological order; and in this order I pro- 
ceeded to the end of thoſe declarations of Scrip- 
ture, which apply to him before his manifeſ- 
tation in any other than his own divine na- 
_ tute, 

. I: ſhall now eine this ſeries of Scriptural 
FR FO concerning our Saviour, and con- 
clude this part, and the other parts alſo of my 
_ 

The prophets, under the Jewiſh diſpenſa- 
tion, while they proclaimed the divinity of the 
great Redeemer, foretold that he was to be 
«« pierced, that he was © to be * wounded for 
« our tranſgreſſions,” © to be brought as a 
4 [amb to the ſlaughter,” to be cut off from 

« the land of the living,” * and that his foul 
«« was to be made an offering for ſin.” It was 
neceſſary, therefore, that the impaſſible Son of 


2 Zech. xi. 10. b If. liv. 
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God ſhould aſſume ſome nature capable of 
theſe ſufferings. And . verily © he took not upon 
« him the nature of Angels, but the ſeed of 
Abraham: he was made a little lower 
« than the Angels for the ſuffering of death.” 

Of this wonderful condeſcenſion St. Paul 
informs us moſt fully in his exhortation to 
the Philippians —< Let this mind be in you, 
« which was alſo in Chriſt Jeſus, who, being 
« in the form of God, thought it not robbery 
«© to be equal with God, but made. himſelf 


of no reputation,” (or, as the words wyvres 


exerure Certainly imply, diveſted himſelf of his 
own proper character) ©** and took upon him 
«. the form of a ſervant, and was made in the 
« likeneſs of men. 64 2 0 . 
With reference to this aſſumption of human 
nature the Saviour of mankind, whom we 
have before ſeen deſcribed excluſively in a di- 


vine character, will hereafter be found to be 


deſcribed at times in the ſame excluſive man- 
ner, as man. I fay only at times; for it can- 
not but be ſuppoſed that reſpe& mult very often 


have been had to his divine nature, during his 


Feb. ii. 16. 4 Heb. ii. 9. 

Philip. ii. 6,7. I have taken the pains to examine 
<« nearly all the Fathers of the three firſt centuries who refer to 
*« this text: and now I declare, upon the whole, I have not the 
<« ſmalleſt doubt remaining upon my mind that it is juſtly tranſ- 
lated in our Engliſh Bible.“ Burgh's Inquiry, &c. P. 229. 
Sce alſo P. 9. 144—1 56. | 
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humiliation here on earth. But, when he i 
thus ſpoken of in a human character exclu- 
fively, we maſt not forget that the divine na- 
ture was ſo intimately connected with the hu- 
man in our Saviour's Perſon (even while the 
man Chriſt Jeſus was acting under the guid- 
ance of the Holy Spirit) as to give tranſcendent 
excellence to every part of his character. For, 
if ** no* man can by any means redeem his 
rc brother, or give to God a ranſom for him; 

if Zechariah declares that ** ® Jehovah was 
« pierced,” and the New Teſtament that 


the Church of God was purchaſed by his 


tc gwn blood; then ſuch an union muſt have 
been formed between the different natures of 
our Saviour, as to communicate tranſcendent 
excellence to that nature, in which he offered 
tc himſelf up, through the eternal ſpirit, with- 
ec out ſpot to God.” I before inſiſted on this 
excellence, when I ſtated that we were not to 
conſider the Son of God, as involved in any 
of our imperfections, becauſe he is ſometimes 
ſpoken of in Scripture under perſonal appel- 


lations, which refer to the human nature of - 


our Redeemer. I now inſiſt upon it more fully, 
in vindication of the dignity communicated 


= Mad. ix. . 
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to this nature of our redeemer by its wonder- 
ful connection with the divine. 

With reference, however, to the aſſumpti- 
on of human nature by the Son of God, the 
firſt prophetic intimation given of the coming 
of a Redeemer marks him out as the * ſeed 
<« of the woman.” Afterwards, he is diſtin- 
« guiſhed as © the ſeed of Abraham, then as 
the * fruit of David's loins ;”” and the ſub- 
ſequent prophecies, while they declare in the 
moſt deciſive language his divinity, not only 
deſcribe him under circumſtances totally in- 
applicable to his Godhead, and call him 
« God's * ſervant,” but, expreſsly © the * man 
« of ſorrows,” and © the man whoſe name is 
« Branch.” Even the remarkable paſſage, be- 
fore cited from the prophet Micah, which in- 
forms us that his * goings forth had been 


« from old from everlaſting,” informs us alſo 


that he was to“ come forth, or, to be born 


« at Bethlehem.” In compliance, as it were, 


with the ſame deſign of informing us diſtinctly 


concerning the human nature of the Redeemer, 
St. John, as ſoon as he has aſſerted the eternal 
divinity of the Word, proceeds immediately to 
declare that he was made fleſh, and dwelt 


Gen, ui. 15. Gen. xxli. 18. m Pſ. cxxxii. . 
11. Acts ii. 30. = Iſaiah liii. * If, xlu. 1. 
? If, Ii. 3. 1 Zech. vi, 12. * Mic, v. 2. 
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( 34 
te among us: or, as the words ““ eoxyrwniy 


* & 14 ' ought to be rendered, “ tabernacled 
« in us;” that is, pitched his tabernacle in our 


- fleſh, as he had before condeſcended to do in 


the Jewiſh ſanctuary. And thus our bleſſed 
Saviour himſelf calls his Body his Temple: 
« deſtroy this Temple, ſays he, and in three 
« days I will raiſe it up.“ 

Conſiſtently with theſe predictions, and theſc 
declarations of Scripture, when the fulneſs of 
time was come *© the Holy Ghoſt came upon 
« the Virgin Mary, and the power of the 
„ higheſt overſhadowed her, and that holy 
„thing, which was” (thus myſteriouſly ) 
c born of her, was called the Son of God.” 
He, who in his divine nature was the proper 
Son of God, was, in his human nature alſo, 
his Son more immediately than any other that 


Was ever born of woman. Some time after 


the appearance of our Saviour in this ſtate of 
humiliation, St. Luke declares that he“ in- 
« creaſed in wiſdom, and ftature, and in fa- 
« your with God, and man.” This muſt re- 
fer to his human nature exclufively. It is with 


* See Scott's Chriſtian Life, P. 349- 

© John ii. 19. 

u Luke i. 35. 

Luke ii. 52. That Chrift h:d a human ſoul as well as 
body is evident from this text. It is a doctrine which was main- 
—4 by all _ Fathers. See Waterland's 2d Def. P. 228. 
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the ſame reference alſo, not only that all his 
bodily appearances, but likewiſe all his infir- 
mities, and all his ſufferings, as well before as 
after his entrance on his public miniſtry, are to 
be explained: that (as * Irenzus inſiſts) . he felt 
« hunger after long faſting, was wearied with 
ea journey and fat down, manifeſted his love 
* of Lazarus by tears, ſweated forth drops of 
ce blood, was ſorrowful in his ſoul, and ſhed 
«« from his ſide both blood and water.“ But, 
the Old Teſtament is ſo determinate concerning 
the human nature of Chriſt, and the derivation 
of this nature from the ſtock of Abraham, that 


the Jews appear never to have doubted of the 


humanity of their Meſſiah. And the proofs 
of the accompliſhment of theſe propheſies in 
our Saviour's Perſon were ſo unequivocal, that 
the enemies of our faith have very rarely at- 
tempted to deny that from Abraham (as 
* concerning the fleſh) Chriſt came; or, as 
it is expreſſed in * different places with the ſame 
remarkable limitation, „that of the fruit of 
« David's loins (according to the fleſh) Chriſt 
« was raiſed up.” It is needleſs therefore for 


me to produce more of the numerous paſſages 


* Irenæus adv. Hzres. L. 3. C. 22. Ed, Maſſuet. 
Irenzus concludes the paſſage here referred to with theſe very 
remarkable words — ö Tavra yay Tavra ovubona THAProG T5 ano 
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Kom. ix. 5 2 Acts ii. 30. Rom. i. 3. 
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of Scripture, in which our Saviour is ſpoken of 
in his human nature exclufively. His human 


nature may be conſidered as diſtinctly ſtated in 


Scripture, and as univerſally acknowleged. 
But there 1s a circumſtance which offers it- 
ſelf to our conſideration here, and on which 
we can never too much inſiſt. If our Saviour 
be ſpoken of thus excluſively in his different 
natures ; it ought not to be matter of wonder 
that this Son of God, and Son of man ſhould be 
deſcribed at times, with all that difference of 
character which ſubſiſts, in an infinite degree, 
between God and man. It ought not to be 
matter of wonder that he, who in the former 
capacity was © to* make the dead hear his 
voice, ſhould in the latter receive“ au- 
«« thority to execute judgement:“ that he, who 
in the former © knew all things,” ſhould in 


the latter not know the *day, and hour, 


« when judgment was to be executed by him- 
de ſelf:” that he, whom in the former . no 
«© man knoweth but the Father, ſhould tell 
the Jews in the latter that they both knew 


© John v. 25. d John v. 27. © John xvi. 30. xxi. 17. 

4 Mark xiii. 32. In the ſame nature, in which our Saviour 
is ſaid by St. Luke (ii. 52.) to grow in wiſdom, he is here ſaid 
not to be abſolutely perfect in it. The divine Azyes, ſays 
«© Waterland, aſſumed with human nature the ignorance and 
other infirmities belonging to it.” Lady Moyer's Serm, P. 
271. 
© Matt. xi. 27. f John 7, 28. 
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« him, and whence he was: that he, by 
whom as God « all ® things conſiſt,” ſhould fay 
of himſelf, as man, and now * I am no more 
« in the world.” The importance of attend- 
ing to this diſtinction between our Saviour's 
natures, may be inferred from the queſtion 
which he himſelf put to his inſidious enemies, 
« how * Chriſt could be David's Lord, and at 
« the ſame time his Son?” A queſtion, by 
which they were ſo affected, that, as St. Mat- 
thew declares, ** no man. was able to anſwer 
« him a word; neither durſt any man from 
e that day forth aſk him any more queſtions.” 
But, important as it is, that we ſhould attend 
to the different natures of our Saviour, to 
which different parts of Scripture are exclu- 
fively applied; yet ſuch application of Scrip- 
ture 1s no more than muſt neceſſarily be ex- 
pected. For if (as ſome ſeem to think) we 
could have reaſon to expect that a perſon ſo 
compounded ſhould not be ſpoken of in lan- 
guage excluſive of his divinity; it would be 
as reaſonable alſo for us to expect that he 
ſhould not be deſcribed in language inapplica- 
ble to his humanity. And what then would be- 
come of every deſcription of his divine nature * 


S Col. 13- 17 John xvii. 11. i Matt. xxii. 43. 
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Beſides, as our great Redeemer was to ſuf- 
fer for us, and his divinity was exempt from 
all ſuffering ; he could not poſſibly have been 
ſpoken of at times otherwiſe than in his hu- 
man nature excluſively. Who therefore can 
wonder that in this nature he ſhould be de- 
ſcribed merely as a © * righteous ſervant: or, 
who can doubt of the nature, in which he is thus 
deſcribed; when, in oppoſition (as it were) 
to his impaſſible divinity, his ſuffering nature 
is expreſsly ſaid in the Epiſtle to the Hebrews 
to be the ſource of his obedience : * though 
4a Son, yet learned he obedience by the things 
« which he ſuffered ? ”” 

Indeed, as an irrefragable proof that every 
humiliating deſcription of the Redeemer, while 


on earth, muſt be referred to his human na- 


ture excluſively, and not to any real abaſement, 
much leſs to any eflential inferiority of his di- 
vinity ; it may be obſerved that, amidſt his 
humiliation and ſufferings here, he aſſerted the 
equality, which in his divine nature he then, 
and always had with the Father ; as well by 
permitting at all times the worſhip which was 


offered him, (though ſuch worſhip when ſaid 


in Scripture to have been offered to good men 


or angels, is immediately diſclaimed by them) 


as alſo by not attempting, when his hour was 


& II. xlit. 1, ! Heb. v. 8. 
now 


13 


now come, to divert the Jews from the con- 


ſequence, which they drew from his words, 
when he called himſelf the Son of God, or to 
divert them from any of his former aſſertions, 
from which they had before drawn the ſame 
conſequence, ** that * he made himſelf equal 
« with God.” It is in vain to urge that the 
Jews nught miſtake his meaning in theſe afſer- 


tions. For, can we ſuppoſe that the meek 


and humble Jeſus would have afforded his ene- 
mies any pretence for the reaſon, which they 


alleged, for putting him to death ; if he had 


not meant to claim an equality of this kind ? 


Whence alſo could have ariſen the extreme 
guilt of the Jews on this occaſion, if he had 
not in reality been equal with God? They 
condemned him to die (as all the Evangeliſts 


aſſure us) becauſe they inferred that he claimed 
this equality. And whence could have ariſen 


their extreme guilt in this his condemnation ? 
Certainly, not for miſtaking the true meaning 
of his words: not from an error, which is no 
where imputed to them by the Apoſtles, and 
with which fo many millions among ourſelves 
are every day chargeable, if they were then. 
No: it muſt have ariſen, in an eminent de- 


gree, from a very different cauſe : from the 


conſummation of their inveterate oppoſition to 
m John v. 18, 
C 4 our 


( 49 ) 

our Saviour's doctrines and pretenſions, which 
they moſt maliciouſly effected by condemning 
him to death expreſsly for aſſerting his claim 
to that equality with God, which he actually 
poſſeſſed, and which their own ® prophets had 
ſo explicitly and fully aſcribed to the great 
Redeemer of mankind. 

Since then it appears that our bleſſed Saviour 
is both God and man, and ſpoken of excluſively 
in each capacity; I may ſafely affirm that what 
1s ſpoken of him in one of thoſe capacities, 
by no means impairs the perfect reality of the 
other, and may proceed to conſider the latter 
part of his Scripture-hiſtory, in which he acts 
in both capacities united. 

It was neither as God, nor as man, ſimply; 
but, as God and man united, that our bleſſed 
Saviour after his reſurrection was to act in his 
mediatorial office. And, though during his 
abode on earth, it is difficult to determine to 
which of his natures, or whether to both in 
conjunction, particular circumſtances are at 
times to be referred; yet, as ſoon as he had 
completed our ſalvation by his reſurrection 
from the dead, and had fully entered upon his 
office of mediator, he appears from thence- 
forth to act in his mixed character of God - 


" See the citations above made from Iſaiah, Zechariah, &c, 
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man. The Son of man, having viſibly aſ- 


cended into heaven, was from that time ex- 


alted to the right hand of the power of God 
(„angels and authorities and powers being 


* made ſubject to him)” there to reign with 


the Son of God in his mediatorial kingdom, as 
Head of the Church. God, having been glo- 


rified by the Son of man, now in return glo- 
44 rified * him in himſelf ;” or, what is the 
ſame, in conjunction with the divine nature of 
his Son, and therefore in conjunction with his 
own. In this ſtate of glorification he was ſeen, 
and worſhipped by St. Stephen: in this he 
appeared to St. Paul: in this he is deſcribed 
at large by St. John, in difterent parts of the 
Book of Revelations : and in this his diſciples 
are every where ſaid in Scripture to call upon 
his name; aſcribing glory to him both now, 


and for evermore; and *© praying for grace, 
peace, bleſſing, direction, aſſiſtance, and com- 


fort from him. And to this ſtate we are to 


1 Pet. ni. 22. P John xiii 32 à Acts vii. 56. 


Acts ix. Acts ix. 14. xxit. 16. Rom. x. 11—14. 
1 Cor. i. 2. 2 Tim. ii. 22. © 2 Pet. iii. 18. Rev. i. 5. 
6. v. 11, 12. | 

u See the proofs in Dr. Clarke's Scripture-Do&rine, P. 369. 


See alſo particularly in 1 John v. 13, 14, 15. the unlimited ex- 


tent of the prayers to be offered to our Saviour: and in 2 Cor. 
xii. 8, 9. a ſtrong and very clear declaration of the addreſſes, 
whach St. Paul was accuſtomed to offer to him : though this laſt 
text is unfortunately thought ambiguous by Dr. Clarke. See 
allo Pl. ü. 12. i 
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refer all thoſe texts concerning the glorifica- 
tion of the Son, and the honors conferred 
upon him in conſequence of the redemption : 
even that diſtinguiſhed exaltation foretold of 
himſelf by the God of Iſrael, with a“ folemn 
oath, and declared by St. Paul to be literally 
accompliſhed in the Perſon of Chriſt : that 
* at his name every knee ſhould bow, of 
* things in heaven and things in earth, and 
things under the earth; [and that every 
tongue ſhould confeſs that Jeſus Chriſt is 
* Lord, to the glory of God the Father.” 
Thus inveſted with all power, both in heaven 
and earth, the Son of God and Son of man 
ſhall continue to reign in his mediatorial king- 
dom, till the judgment by the Son of man ſhall 
be completed: after which time he is himſelf to 
be made ſubje&t to the Father «© that” God 
& (not the Father ſimply) may be all in all.” 
In the mean while the eternal divinity of 
the ſecond Perſon in the Godhead, which was 
ſo frequently declared, and fo awfully diſ- 
played before his incarnation, and which (as 
I inſiſted) was not impaired by the nature of 
a ſervant, which he myſteriouſly aſſumed for 

our redemption, is equally unimpaired by the 
mediatorial kingdom, which he holds at pre- 
ſent under the Father for the government of 


H. Av. 23; * Philip. 11. 9, 10, 11. Y x Cor; xv. 28. 


the 
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„ 
the Church, and the ſalvation of his faithful 
ſervants. When this kingdom ſhall be ſuper- 
ſeded by the accompliſhment of its end; when 
Chriſt ſhall have preſented, To HIMSELF, 
«* a glorious Church, and God * ſhall be all 
« in all;” we may reſt aflured that he, who 
was God with God in the beginning,” who 
was „ in heaven with God” while he was 
incarnate here on earth, and who as the 
Lamb is „the fame * Temple with the Lord 
« God Almighty,” will be alſo one indiviſible 
God with him to all eternity. 

Such is the regular, and (as far as it can be 
ſo called) chronological relation, which I pro- 
poſed to give, of the different declarations of 
Scripture concerning the Son of God, or our 
bleſſed Saviour. I ſhall therefore paſs on to 
the ſecond head propoſed, and ſtate the Scrip- 
ture-account of the Holy Ghoſt. 

As the Son was begotten of the Father, ſo 
we are informed that the Holy Ghoſt “ pro- 
e ceeded from the Father.“ But he muſt alſo 
have proceeded from the Son: for, he is 
called the Spirit of the Son,” no leſs than of 
the Father; and by a moſt ſignificant alluſion 
he is made to iſſue, as it were, immediately 


Y Epheſ. v. 7. 1 Cor. xv. 28. John iii. 13. See 


alſo the original Greek of John vi. 46. d Rev. xxl, 22. 
© John xv. 26. 4 Gal. iv, 6. Rom. viii. 6. 1 Pet. i. 11. 
Philip. i. 19. 


from 
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from him: he breathed on them, fays St. 
John, and faid unto them, receive ye the 
„Holy Ghoſt.” 

Since the Scripture has faid nothing con- 
cerning the manner, in which the Son was be- 
gotten, nor in which the Holy Ghoſt pro- 
ceeded, and human reaſon can make no diſco- 
veries on ſuch ſubjects; we cannot poſſibly aſ- 
certain the difference between this generation 
and proceſſion. We know, indeed, that our 
bleſſed Saviour is called the only-begotten Son 
of God to the excluſion of all creatures from 
any fimilar Sonſhip ; and that this appellation 
muſt exclude the Holy Ghoſt alſo from all re- 
ference by Sonſhip to the firſt Perſon of the 
Trinity. 5 | 

But, whatever be the difference between the 
generation of the Son, and the proceſſion of 
the Holy Ghoſt, as we have ſeen that a diſtinct. 
perſonality was poſſeſſed by the Son, fo we 
ſhall find that a perſonality of the ſame kind is 
explicitly aſcribed to the Holy Ghoſt. «© When 
« ' he, ſays our bleſſed Saviour, the Spirit of 
Truth is come, he will guide you into all 
* truth: for he ſhall not ſpeak of himſelf: 
e but whatſoever he ſhall hear that ſhall he 
* ſpeak, and he will ſhew you things to come. 
He ſhall glorify me: for, he ſhall receive of 


John xx. 22. John xvi. 13, 14, 15 | 
| mine 
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© mine, and ſhall ſhew it unto you. All 
<« things, that the Father hath, are mine: 
« therefore, ſaid I, that he ſhall take of mine 
« and ſhew it unto you.” No language can 
more determinately and fully aſcribe a perſon- 
ality to the Holy Ghoſt, diſtin& from that of 
the Father, and that of the Son. The Holy 
Ghoſt, in this paſſage, is not only made to act 
and to ſpeak, but likewiſe to hear. 

Accordingly, as a Perſon, he was manifeſt- 
ed by an external appearance, ** deſcending * in 
« a bodily ſhape” upon our bleſſed Saviour: 
and he is joined in the form of“ baptiſm with 
the two other Perſons of the Godhead, being 
mentioned in it after the Son, and not imme- 
diately after the F ather, as might be expect- 
ed, if he were to be conſidered in any light as 
an attribute of the Father. 

Like the Son too, the Holy Ghoſt i 1s de- 


ſcribed as poſſeſſing the divine nature in the 
fulleſt and moſt perfect manner. He is proved, 


by immediate inference from various paſſages 


of Scripture, to be one and the ſame with 


God and Jehovah ; and therefore himſelf 


EZ Luke iii. 22. h Matt. xxviii. 19. i See Biſhop 


Horſley's aß. * Acts v. 3, 4. Compare 
1 Cor. vi. 19. with 1 Cor. iii. 16, 17. See Luke i. 35. 2 Sam. 
ii. 3, 3. Compare Exod. xxxiv. 34. with 2 Cor. iii. 
17. and Iſaiah vi. 95 with Acts xxvill. 25. 
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both God and Jehovah. The incommunicable 
attributes of the Godhead are alſo expreſsly aſ- 
cribed to him. His eternity is indiſputably aſ- 
ſerted, when he is called the * eternal Spirit.” 
His infinite Holineſs is declared, both when he 
is emphatically ſaid to be the Holy Spirit,” 
and when Chriſt is ſaid to © have“ offered him- 
« ſelf up through him without ſpot to God,” 
affording us an example of that perfect good- 
neſs, which belongs to God alone. His Om- 
nipreſence is deducible from his * reſiding in all 
good Chriſtians, while, at the ſame time, © he 
« *ſearcheth all things.” His Omniſcience is 
impreſſed upon us by the judgment inflicted 
on Ananias and Sapphira, for“ tempting this 
« Spirit * of the Lord,” or, for doubting of his 
infinite knowlege ; and again more fully, by 
that moſt remarkable declaration of St. Paul, 
« that* he ſearcheth the deep things of God.” 
And his Omnipotence may be inferred from the 
miraculous Powers, which he beſtowed, even 
thoſe exerciſed by our Saviour himſelf. More- 
over, blaſphemy againſt him is the only ſin, 
which is declared to be unpardonable. 
Since the Holy Ghoſt is no where ſaid 
to have aſſumed any inferior nature; he is no 


* Heb. ix. 14. a Heb. 1X. 14. 9 Luke xvii. 19. 
® John xiv. 16, 1 Cor. vi. 19. 11 Cor, ii. 10. r Acts 
v. 4—11. * 1 Cor. ii. 10. 


where 
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where deſcribed as eſſentially inferior to either 
of the other Perſons of the Trinity. Even 
when it is ſaid in St. Mark of that day and 
hour knoweth no one; no, not the angels, 
«© which are in heaven, neither the Son ;” it 
is by no means added “ neither the Holy 
« Ghoſt.” It may be objected here that he is 
ſaid to be ſent by the Father and by the Son; as 
the Son himſelf was ſent by the Father, or, was 
his Angel. This, however, might be deſigned, 
in part, to declare the concurrence of the whole 
Trinity in each individual operation ; while it 
more fully declares that * ſubordination of perſons 
in the Godhead, by which it muſt ever be re- 
membered that the ſecond Perſon of the Tri- 
nity is inferior to the firſt, and the third to 
both the others. But, in whatever manner we 
explain ſuch miſſions, it is evident from the 
titles uſed on theſe occaſions by Zechariah, 


that there was an equality of nature in the 


Perſon ſending, and in him who was ſent; 


t Mark xiii. 32. _ 
u See Dr. Randolph's Vindication of the Trinity, P. 21. 
Dr. Clarke has produced, more than 200 Texts of Scripture 


to prove the ſubordination of the Son, which no ſound member 
of the Catholic Church has ever denied. Whether they are all 


properly applied to our Savicur's divine nature, is a queſtion 
into which I ſhall not enter. Dr. Clarke certainly would not 
have taken all this trouble (as Dr. Waterland ſomewhere re- 
marks) if he could have proved, by any que Text, that the Son 
is not really God, of the ſame nature with the F ather. 


ſince 
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ſince he expreſsly ſays the Lord of Hoſts 
% was ſent by the Lord of Hoſts.” 
Without paying more attention, therefore, 
ta fuch objections, I ſhall proceed thirdly to 
ſtate the Scripture-account of the one God- 
head of the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt. 

This head will not neceſſarily require much 
of our time, after what has been already faid. 
If each of theſe three Perſons is proved from 
Scripture to be God, and Lord; we are com- 
pelled by the Chriſtian verity (as the Athana- 
fian Creed expreſſes it) to acknowlege each by 
himſelf to be God, and Lord. And if we are 
forbidden by the fame Scripture, or (to uſe the 
words of the creed juſt mentioned) by the Ca- 
tholic religion to ſay there be three Gods, or 
three Lords; then theſe Perſons muſt be one 
God, and one Lord. 

However, we need not reſt our cauſe on 
this argument, though it is certainly conclu- 
five : theſe three Perſons are actually ſpoken of 
in Scripture as one divine Being. 

This appears from the * paſſage of the pro- 
phet Iſaiah, which has been cited above, and 
in which the ſpeaker, who is the only God, 
and eternal Creator, ſays he was ſent by the 

Lord God and his Spirit.” That no one could 


w Zech. ii. 8—11. * Iſaiah xlviii. 16, 
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be greater, than the Perſon ſpeaking on the 
occaſion, has been proved from the oath, which 


he ſware by himſelf; that the Lord God, and 


his Spirit were not leſs is indiſputable, be- 


cauſe they ſent him: and, as he repeatedly 


declares, ** there is no God beſides him,” they 


muſt be the ſame God with him. It appears 
alſo moſt evidently from the threefold doxo- 


logy contained in the ſixth chapter of Ifaiah 
« Holy, holy, holy 1 is the Lord God of Hoſts.” 
This doxology is addrefled to a Being, that 
ſays of himſelf in the plural number, Who 
will go for us?” It certainly applies to the 
Father, from the impoſſibility of excluding 
him from the attribute and appellation here 
introduced: it applies alſo as certainly to the 
Son, whoſe glory, St. John fays, the pro- 
phet was then ſeeing : and to the Holy Ghoſt, 
becauſe we are expreſsly told it was the Holy 

Ghoft that ſpake by Iſaiah the words, which 


are immediately after uttered by the divine 


Perſon that ſaid «© Who will go for us? It is 


notwithſtandin g addreſſed to one Lord of Hoſts. 


But no where is the one eſſential Godhead of 


the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt taught in 


Scripture with more preciſion and force, than 
in the form of baptiſm. © Ga ye, fays our Sa- 


Y x John X11, 41. * AQts xxviii. 25, Matt. 
XXviii. 19. ; 
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* viour to his diſciples, teach all nations, bap- 
« tizing them in the name of the Father, and 
of the Son, and of the Holy Ghoſt.” Now, 
certainly, in a matter of ſo much conſequence 
as the original inſtitution, or the firſt enuncia- 
tion of that faith, which Chriſtians were for 
ever* to avow and defend, our Saviour muſt 
mean to have the declaration full and deter- 
minate : he muſt mean, rather, to clear up, 
than to increaſe, the doubts of weak minds. 
This baptiſmal form, therefore, may be con- 
ſidered as decifive on the ſubject before us. 
For, if there are confeſſedly in the holy Scrip- 
tures many paſlages, aſſerting the Godhead of 
the Son, and of the Holy Ghoſt, as well as of 
the Father; many paſlages alſo aſſerting the 
unity of the divine eſſence; and many paſſages 
which lead us particularly to conclude that 
theſe three Perſons are comprehended under 
this unity of the divine eſſence; and if our 
bleſſed Saviour, at the time of his final de- 
parture from mankind, when he could be ig- 
norant of no part of the Revelation which was 
to be delivered down to his Church, when he 
was inſtituting the form itſelf of admiſſion into 
That this form of Baptiſm was in conſtant uſe among 
Chriſtians from the beginning, we may infer from the queſtion 
propoſed in the Acts of the Apoſtles, to ſome who had not heard 


of the Holy Ghoſt, *© to what then were ye baptized ?”” and their 
anſwer “to John's“ (not to Chriſt's) © baptiſm.“ Akts xix. 3. 


his 
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his religion, and moreover when he had lately 
been put to death for making himſelf equal 
with God, was, notwithſtanding, ſo far from 
explaining in a different ſenſe any of theſe paſ- 
ſages, that, having joined the three perſons 
together in one name, he commanded his diſ- 
ciples to teach all nations, and baptize them in 
this name; what leſs can we infer from thence, 
than that our Saviour meant to inſtruct us 
in the moſt deciſive, and folemn manner, that 
theſe three Perſons are one indiviſible God? 
And what farther need of citation can there be 
to prove that this important doctrine of our 
Church is built on the foundation of inſpired, 

and infallible writings? _ 

Thus I have endeavoured to ſtate diſtinctly 
the Scripture- account, firſt, of the Son; ſe- 
condly, of the Holy Ghoſt; and thirdly, of 
the one Godhead of the Father, Son, and 
Holy Ghoſt. I am now to conclude with ſome 
obſervations on the whole. 

The doctrine of the Trinity, as profeſſed by 
our Church, is built "then (as we have ſeen) 
on the foundation of Scripture. But, how the 
three Perſons of this Trinity exiſt in one God- 
head is an article, of which the Scripture has 
ſaid nothing, and of which (as hath been ob- 
ſerved with regard to the eternal! generation 
and the incarnation of the Son, and the pro- 
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ceſñon of the Holy Ghoſt) our own reaſon can 
teach us nothing. Such exiſtence has nothing 


ſimilar to it in the created world. The divine 


nature is, and muſt be, a nature . ſui generis” 


in the higheſt ſenſe of the words: and can ad- 


mt of no compariſon with the things without : 
Indeed, we have not the leaſt foundation 


£ 55 ſuch a compariſon. We know nothing of 


ſpirit, nothing of ſelf-exiſtence, nothing of 
eternity: and ſurely we cannot reaſon con- 
cerning them from matter, creation, and time, 
things totally incommenſurate with them. The 
method then of reaſoning by *© analogy, from 
which we univerſally derive our knowlege of 
the natures of things, and not from their eſ- 
ſences themſelves, can haye no place with 

regard to the divine nature. It certainly there- 
fore ought not to be matter of objection or of 
aſtoniſhment with men accuſtomed to philo- 
ſophical reaſoning, that the manner, in which 
the three Perſons of the Godhead exiſt in one 
divine eſſence is entirely above our compre- 
henſion, or that it ſhould ever remain a myſ- 
tery to us. 


© Mr. Hume ſays very juſtly “ The Deity is a a ſingle Being 
** in the univerſe, not comprehended under any genus or ſpe- 
« cies, from whoſe experienced attributes or qualities we can 
« by analogy infer any attributes or qualities in him. Eſſays, 


Vol. II. P. 162 
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© Illuſtrations of this doctrine may, indeed, 
be attempted to obviate with weak minds ob- 


jections againſt its belief. It may be inſinuated, 


that as parts exift in created beings; fo intel- 
ligent perſons (though not in the fame man- 
ner, nor ſuch perſons as we can comprehend) 
exiſt in the all- perfect God; and that the 


three Perſons, Father, Word or Son, and 


Spirit are included in the very idea of God ; 
ſo that if there could be three Gods, there 
would be* three Fathers, three Words or Sons, 
and three Spirits. But, we have not facul- 
ties to proceed far in ſuch illuſtrations. Ra- 

tional minds, which are convinced that the 
doctrine reſts on the authority of Scripture, 


can require no farther ſatisfaction concerning 


it, than merely to know that it contains no 
abſurdity. 


t Dean Sherlock, in his Vindication of the doctrine of the 
holy and ever-blefſed Trinity, endeavours to illuſtrate the man- 
ner in which the three Perſons of the Godhead exiſt in one God, 
by making their union conſiſt in mutual conſciouſneſs. ©* They 
are diſtmpuiſhed, as three finite, and created minds would be, 
by felf-conſciouſneſs. They are united into one by a mutual 
*« conſciouſneſs to each other, which no created beings have.” 
4. P. 67. And again: * this is that eſſential unity, which 


is between the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, who are eſ- 


«« ſentially united by a mutual conſciouſneſs to whatever is in 
each other, and do by an internal ſenſation (I want other 
words to expreſs it) feel each other, as they do themſelves : 
* and therefore are as eſſentially one, as a mind and ſpirit are 
* one with itſelf. P. 68. 

_ © See Biſhop Horſley's Tracts, P. 262. See alſo, on this 
ſubject, Dean Sherlock's Vindication of the Trinity. 4. P. 
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And this is ſo far from being the caſe, that 
it contains in reality nothing, which is in the 
leaſt inconſiſtent with the deductions of ſound 
reaſon on the ſubject. The different demon- 
{trations of the unity of the Godhead which 
have been attempted from reaſon in modern 
times, either fall entirely ſhort of their in- 
tended proof, or they prove ® only the unity 
of the divine nature: and this they prove 
from the impoſſibility of difference between 
all- perfect Beings. Such reaſonings, therefore, 
as far as they are at all effectual, extend to the 
excluſion of ſeparate divine natures; but, not 
to the excluſion of ſeparate divine Perſons in 
the ſame nature. Among the Ancients, the 
Platoniſts are * moſt diſtinguiſhed by reaſon- 
ings of this kind ; and, on * whatever founda- 
tion they have built theſe reaſonings, they are 
ſo remarkable for profeſſing tenets concerning 
the Deity, which correſpond in many reſpects 
with our doctrine of a Trinity; that the doc- 
trine itſelf has been ſaid to be derived from 
them. But, the paſſages, which are cited above 
from Scripture-writers, who lived many hun- 

See Grotius and Clarke. 

See Dean Hamilton. 

» Among the ancient Pagans there were others beſides the 


Platoniſts, who had ſome notion of a Trinity: this hath been 
proved by Cudworth. | 

i Biſhop Horſley ſuppoſes that the Platoniſts founded their 
reaſonings of this kind on tradition, derived from the moſt an- 
cient Revelation, Tracts, P. 42—46. 224, &c. 


dred 
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dred years before the exiſtence of the Platonic 
ſect, conſpicuouſly prove the erroneouſneſs of 
thoſe © philoſophers and hiſtorians, who refer 
the origin of the Scripture-doctrine of a Tri- 
nity to this ſect; and leave us the unallayed 
poſſeſſion of every argument, which can be 
drawn from the profeſſion of ſimilar tenets by 
the Platoniſts in vindication of the general rea- 
ſonableneſs of our doctrine. Though, therefore, 
the doctrine of the Trinity contains in it a 
myſtery unexplained by Scripture, and unfa- 
thomable by our own inveſtigation ; it contains 
in this reſpect nothing inconſiſtent with the 
deductions of ſound reaſon on the ſubject, 
either in modern, or ancient times. 
Much has been done in its confirmation, 
by appeals to the Fathers and to the tenets of 
the primitive Church. But, on the foundation 
of Scripture the doctrine muſt reſt for its prin- 


* Dr. Prieftley and Mr. Gibbon. 

The only plauſible objections which can be urged, 14 
pendently of Scripture, againſt the Doctrine of the Trinity, 
muſt be drawn from the opinions of the early Chriſtians con- 
cerning it. Objections of this ſort have been repeatedly urged, 
and as often anſwered, With what ſucceſs they have been an- 
| ſwered we may judge, in ſome meaſure, from the conceſſion of 
Dr. Prieſtley, in his Defence of Unitarianiſm, for the year 
1787. I allow (ſays he, P. 129.) “ all that Biſhop Bull and 
«© Mr. Burgh aſcribe to the Fathers of the ſecond and third cen- 
« tury ; I allow that they held the doctrine of the divinity of 
the Son, at leaſt ; but it was in a qualified ſenſe, and by no 
«© means the ſame that was maintained after the council of Nice. 
* I have alſo diſtinctly ſhewn whence the notion of theſe 
4 r was borrowed ; ou what I maintain, and . evi- 

| «« dence 
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cipal ſupport even with men of learning. On 
this it reſts for its whole ſupport with the ge- 

nerality of Chriſtians. It is therefore of ex- 

tenſive importance that it ſhould be fully, and 

often ſtated from thence; and ſo, as to be in- 

termixed as little as poſſible with foreign, and 
fallible matter. 

That the body of evidence, here produced 
from Scripture in defence of this doctrine, 
ſhould be produced from all the aifferent patts 
of it, is no more than might be expected in 
citations from a Revelation, which reduces not 
its doctrines to regular ſyſtems ; and ought to 
afford no matter of objection to thoſe, who 
allow that all Scripture proceeds from the ſame 
infallible Spirit. The enemies of our eſtabliſh- 


« dence drawn from their own writings, is, that while the 
« learned Chriſtians were Trinitarians, the common people, 
« who had no notion of Platoniſm, were ſimply Unitarians.” 
As to the authentic and uninſpired writers of the firſt centu- 
ry, they are very few, and their productions not very conſider- 
able. But, Biſhop Bull and Mr. Burgh might have furniſhed 
Dr. Prieftley with abundant reaſon for including them alſo in his 
conceſſion, And as to the faith of the unlearned Chriſtians of 
the firſt ages, excluſively of the inferences which muſt ever be 
drawn in favour of its orthodoxy, from the Trinitarianiſm of 
their learned brethren, was 1t not of theſe that Pliny ſays it was 
their cuſtom to ſing hymns “ Chriſto tanquam Deo?“ Beſides 
us r ſays in his Remarks on Eccl. Hiſt. Vol. II. P. go. 
dit.) If the opinion of Chriſt's divinity had not prevail 
ow" commonly among the Chriſtians of the firſt and ſecond 
„ centuries, how came it to paſs that Adrian is ſaid to have de- 
„ figned to deify Jeſus Chriſt, or that Severus Alexander 1 in- 
* tended it ??? 
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ment generally wiſh on this occaſion to ſepas 
rate ſome parts from other parts of Scriptures, 
but before they can do this“ effectually they 
are forced to deny the univerſal inſpiration of 
it. While therefore we defend the univerſal 
inſpiration of Scripture, we ought never to 
depreciate any part of this evidence by a difcri« 
minating and unqualified preference of the 
reſt. The Scriptures are one great body, one 
complete whole. Nor does the Jewiſh and the 
Chriſtian Revelation reflect light on each other 
merely in general points of view; but alſo, 
with regard to particular doctrines. Why he, 
who ſpake in times paſt by the Prophets, has 
afforded to different ages different degrees of 
information on the important ſubject before 
us, it might be preſumptuous in us to inquire. 
Thoſe, who had ſuch information only from 
particular parts of Scripture, were anſwerable 
in their faith for no more: we, who have 
means of founding this article of our religion 
upon the whole of that divine Revelation, 
which was deſigned for the inſtruction of man- 


m See (in Dr. Prieſtley's Defence of Unitarianiſm for 1787, 
P. 66.) the opinions of both himſelf and Dr. Price, on the m- 
ſpiration of Scripture, _ | 
Though Dr. Clarke entitles his book on the Trinity ** The 
„ Scripture-Dodrine””, without citing a ſingle text from the 
Ola Teſtament in the body of his work, yet he very fully ac- 
knowleges the importance of thoſe rexts of Scripture in various 


notes. 
kind 
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Pulſive evidence in its favour; we ought not 
| to 
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kind can never be too cautious not to negleR, 
or undervalue any part of it. 


If I have omitted many paſſages of Scrip- 


| ture, which might have been cited on the oc- 


caſion; this omiſſion has not ariſen from any 
perfuaſion of their want of importance, or 
from any diſpoſition to give up at once thoſe 


among them, which have been diſputed ; but 
from a perſuaſion that the citations, which I 


have made, are numerous enough to ſecure 


the great object, which I at firſt propoſed, and 


to preclude with ingenuous minds all danger 


from falſe explanation. 


After all, however, if the ** of Scrip- 


ture here cited, or indeed if all that can be 


cited in vindication of the doctrine of the Holy 
Trinity, ſhould be thought liable to objection, 


and ſhould not be ſufficient to convince every 
one; let it be remembered that ſo various are 
the minds of men, and ſo inexhauſtible the 


ſources of objection; that the arguments, ad- 
ducible from reaſon in vindication of the plain- 


eſt articles of natural religion, are not ſufficient 


to convince every one. Let it be remembered 


alſo that as the general faith of a Chriſtian is 


to be a virtue; as no demonſtration of the 


truth of Chriſtianity in general is either pro- 
miſed, or given, ſo as to amount to a com- 
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to be ſurpriſed if we meet with circumſtances 
of the ſame kind with regard to ſome of its 
particular doctrines. If the paſſages of Scrip- 


ture in queſtion are ſufficient to furniſh judi- 
cious, but at the ſame time humble, Chriſtians 


with reaſons for believing in this great article 


of our religion, with reaſons for the faith, 


which in this reſpect is in them ; it is all that 


ought to be thought eſſential to its eſtabliſh- 
ment, and vindication. 

But while we are always to be ready (ac- 
cording to the precept of the text) to bring 
forward ſuch reaſons in vindication of our re- 
ligious profeſſion; we muſt be careful never 
to depart from the ſpirit of Chriſtianity, ſo as 
to engage in a ſubject of this nature with any 
other diſpoſition than that, which is enjoined 


in the words immediately following the text, 


namely, with meekneſs and fear. 
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A n N T3: 


MONG the texts of the Old Tefta- 
ment, which have been cited to prove 


that the incommunicable name Jehovah ” is 


applied to our bleſſed Saviour, I have referred 
to Jer. xxiii. 6. 

It is well known that this text has been ſo 
rendered in a late very learned tranſlation of 
Jeremiah, as entirely to exclude the uſe which 
I have made of it. I therefore think it ne- 
ceflary to ſay ſomewhat in vindication of the 
Bible-tranſlation of the paſſage : otherwiſe, I 
may, probably, not only be thought to have 
uſed this text improperly, but be ſuſpected of 
having done the ſame with regard to other 


texts alſo of Scripture. 


The Hebrew words of the paſſage in queſ- 
tion are, p du WP! WR e' n“ 
Our Bible-trandlation | is; 5 And this is his name 
« whereby he ſhall be called, the Lord our 


% Righteouſneſs,” 


The new Tranſlation is, “And this is the 


* name by which Jehovah ſhall call him, our 


cc — * 
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To this tranſlation is ſubjoined the following 
note, after another, which is not neceſlarily 
connected with it. I doubt not but ſome 
« perſons will be offended with me for depriv- 
ce ing them by this tranſlation of a favourite 
« argument for proving the divinity of our 
« Saviour from the Old Teſtament. But I 
* cannot help it: I have done it with no ill 
« deſign, but purely becauſe I think and am 
* morally ſure that the text, as it ſtands, will 
* not properly admit of any other conſtructi- 
« on. The Seventy have ſo tranſlated before 
© me, in an age when there could not poſſibly 
te be any biaſs of prejudice either for or againſt 
e the beforementioned doctrine; a doctrine 
« which draws its deciſive proofs from the 
« New Teſtament only. In the parallel paſ- 
te ſage, Ch. xxxiii. 16. the expreſſion 1s a lit- 
« tle varied but the ſenſe according to a juſt 
te and literal tranſlation is preciſely the ſame; 
« And this is He whom JEHOvAH ſhall call, 
% OUR RIGHTEOUSNESS.” 

As the Hebrew words will admit of either 
of the two tranſlations, the reference, which 
the Author of the new tranſlation makes on 
the occaſion to the Seventy is highly proper. 
I certainly ought not to wiſh to have the 
matter determined by any other mode : for, 
no other can poſſibly be more deciſive in favour 
of the Bible-trapſlation. 6 

The words of the Seventy are: *Kay r&ro re 

eye auT2g, 6 x“ avroy Kue, Iwordin, This 


* See Grabe's Edition. 
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is a literal verſion of all the Hebrew text (except 
the affix 13 which is virtually included under 
Iardi,) with this addition, that whereas N 
may be rendered He” or“ They ſhall call 
% him ;” the Seventy not only render it “ He,“ 
but alſo actually infert « the particular He,” 
namely * Kupcs,” For, that the Seventy did 
not give this term “ Kupies as a tranſlation of 
the « m7” is indubitable ; ſince they join that 
term to © pay,” forming <« * Toes” from 
both; and there cannot be aſſigned a probable 
reaſon, why they ſhould join any © mm” to 
© PTS,” if they had not thought that . ap” 
was actually connected with it in the original. 

It is very obvious why they might inſert the 
te N,“ or © Kuypcs,” in the other caſe; ſince, 
if they thought the verb to be of the fingular 
number; the nominative, which they would 
give to it, muſt be He or Koh. 


» That “ mW” is joined to- h&r in the word I 
will not be doubted by thoſe who conſult Leuſden's Onomaſticum, 
and who ſee that Stockius in his Clavis to the Greek Teſtament 
derives Joga from MM and , and Iwapar from mn and 
D. 

To obviate any objection, which may ariſe from theſe com- 
pounded names, againſt the application of the term d to our 
Saviour, as a proof of his divinity, it muſt be obſerved that it 
is not applied by Jeremiah to him in any ſuch compounded 
manner, as it is uſed in“ Joram,” “ Jehoſaphat,”* © Jedi- 
diah,”” &c. which names mean only © the exalted of the Lord, 
* the Lord is the Judge,” and “ the beloved of the Lord,” 
but it is applied ſeparately, © 12p7x ”” being mentioned diſtinct- 
ly after it. And this is done alſo by the Seventy as ſoon as they 
are at liberty to do it without an awkward * of the word 
% Kugics.”? Jer. XXxiii. 16. 


: But 


* 


3 "$3 
Nut what places this matter beyond all doubt 
2 the parallel paſſage in Jer. xxxiii. 16. to 
ich alſo the Author of the new tranſlation 
refers the reader. 
The Hebrew words in that paſſage are, | 
* vpTyY du dh 8p WR Mn.” I entirely 
approve of the criticiſm in the new tranſlation 
on the pronoun dh: it ought to be rendered 
him, not © her.” Accordingly, the paſſage 
may be rendered in the words of our bible, 
with an alteration of the pronoun *« ſhe :” 
2 and this is the name wherewith he ſhall be 
4 called, the Lord our Righteouſneſs.” 
The new tranſlation of the paſlage is given 
in the Tranſlator's note, which is cited above. 
But how do the Seyenty render it? They 
render it thus: * Kay ruro ro ovoues w Herr, 
& Kupics diu 1wr.” As the Hebrew word 
e xp!” is properly rendered paſſively . - 
cc vera,” and the word Kugzos has not been 
added on the occaſion; the Seventy now at 
once render the terms 11pTs mi” © Kupics 
„ Jixaugowy wer ;” inſtead of rendering them 
OO « Troedix,” as they did + before, when the term 
te KUνSe had been previouſly inſerted as a no- 
minative to the verb © N.“ 5 
It is hardly poſſible that a concurrence of 
ſtronger circumſtances ſhould be deſired to 
prove, as far as the Septuagint Verſion can 
prove it, that the term © Jehovah” or Lord ” T 
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* See the Text of Grabe, and the Notes of Bos. 
+ Jer. xxiii. 6, 
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is properly connected with © our Righteouſe 
* neſs” in the Bible-tranſlation of both the 
paſſages, which we have been conſidering ; 
and conſequently that the term“ Jehovah”. 
is really applied to our bleſſed Saviour in Jer, 
' KX111, 6, | Gu 
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